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DETAILED ACTION 

1. The Amendment, and remarks therein, received on 8/22/05 have been entered and 
carefully considered. 

Response to Amendment 

2. In the amendment applicant argues a newly introduced limitation: "adding an 
unencrypted header to said encrypted file". 

3. The current Office Action addresses the limitation, below. 

4. Claims 1-5, 7-8, 10-14 and 16-29 have been examined. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

5. Claims 8 and 16 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter 
which applicant regards as the invention. 

6. Claim 8 recites: "recognizing said flag on the printer by entering a decryption key into 
the printer that corresponds to said flag. 

7. The limitation is not understood. It is not clear how a flag can be recognized by 
entering a decryption key. 

8. For example, does the limitation require that a decryption key associated with the 
flag be placed into a device prior to receiving data so that the encryption key 
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associated with the flag is recognized? The examiner attempted to clarify the claim 
language in light of the specification. Both, the abstract of the invention and 
paragraph 55 in the specification discuss recognizing the flag but neither one of 
them allows clear interpretation of the claim language. 

9. As a result the examiner is not certain of the metes and bounds of the limitations of 
claim 8. 

10. Claim 16 presents a similar problem and as a result claim 16 is similarly rejected. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 
The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

11. Claims 1-5,7-8, 10-14 and 16-29 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Matsuietal. (U.S. Patent No. 6167514) in view of Brewer etai 
(U.S. Patent No. 6922785). 

12. As per claim 1 1 Matsui et al. teach "a wireless communication method for wirelessly 
transmitting and receiving data among ... electronic instruments, each of the 
electronic instruments having identification information and a secret algorithm". 
Matsui et al. teach "a conversion/transmission step in which one of the two electronic 
instruments converts data to be transmitted by using a secret algorithm of the one of 
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the two electronic instruments ... and sends the converted data to the other 
electronic instrument" (Matsui et aL, pg. 1 line 53 col. 2 line 4). 

13. This reads on: "encrypting a file to be transmitted by the first device" 

14. Furthermore, Matsui et al. teach "a reception/reconversion step in which the other 
electronic instrument receives and reconverts the converted data by using a secret 
algorithm of the other electronic instrument" (coL 2 lines 5-9). 

15. This reads on: "transmitting said file from the first device to the second device". 

16. As shown in Fig. 1 , Matsui et al.'s teaching addresses a computer communicating 
with a printer. 

M. Matsui et al. do not explicitly teach converting a file for printing to a printer 
description language format. 

However, converting a file for printing to a printer description language is old and 
well-known in the art as illustrated by Newton (Newton's Telecom Dictionary: PCL 
pg. 600, Postscript pg. 626 etc.). One of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
applicant's invention would have been motivated to convert a file for printing to a 
printer description language in order to communicate a print job to a variety of 
printers, including laser printers. 
^8. Matsui et al. also do not explicitly teach adding an unencrypted header to said 
encrypted file; providing an identifier in said header that provides an indication of an 
algorithm that was used to encrypt said file; and transmitting said file from the first 
device to the second device. 
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^9.Breweret aL teach encrypting data exchanged between network nodes (Brewer et 
al., Abstract). Brewer et ai teach plurality of encryption algorithms (col. 4 lines 55- 
60) and an encryption flag placed in a header that indicates the type of encryption 
(coL 6 lines 13-16). 

20. The header in Brewer et al/s invention is unencrypted (Fig, 6 and coL 5 lines 43-52). 
It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of applicant's 
invention to allow for implementation plurality of encryption algorithm in Matsui et 
a/.'s invention as taught by Brewer etal. One of ordinary skill in the art would have 
been motivated to perform such a modification in order to accommodate clients with 
various encryption schemes. 

21 . Keeping the header unencrypted would be implicit. The printer must know what 
algorithm is used in the encryption process in order to decrypt the received data. 

22. As per claims 5, 7-8 and 10 the identifier in a header as taught by Brewer etal. 
reads on a flag. The limitation that the flag is recognizable solely by the printer 
identifying an encryption algorithm used in the encrypting and is obvious. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of applicant's 
invention to configure the printer to recognize the flag. One of ordinary skill in the art 
would have been motivated to perform such a modification in order to be capable of 
decrypting the encrypted file presented for printing. 

23. Claims 11-14 and 16-29 are substantially equivalent to claims 1-3, 5, 7-8 and 10; 
therefore claims 11-14 and 16-29 are similarly rejected. 
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Conclusion 



Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from 
the examiner should be directed to Peter Poltorak whose telephone number is 
(571) 272-3840. The examiner can normally be reached Monday through Thursday 
from 9:00 a.m. to 4:00 p.m. and alternate Fridays from 9:00 a.m. to 3:30 p.m. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the 
examiner's supervisor, Gregory Morse can be reached on (571) 272-3838. The fax 
phone number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned 
is (571) 273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an .application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR 
only. For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. 
Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the 
Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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